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“Dittos, Rush” 


From across the fruited plain 





Did you know you have healing power in your 
awesome three hours on the air? When I suffered 
a heart attack in Holland, I was out of it. I was 
told that I said: “It's 10 a.m. — time for Rush 
Limbaugh.” Nobody knew what I was talking 
about. My condition was worsening until one 
nurse said: “I think he means that guy from 
America, but he comes on at night here.” The 
hospital got a powerful shortwave-longwave 
receiver just so I could hear you in the wee hours. 
My condition rapidly improved, I was taken off 
the critical list, and now I get to Ay home (where 
four Limbaugh Letters await me). 

— CLAUDE ANDERSON, FORMER SAN BERNANDINO (CA) 

SUN SPORTS EDITOR, WASSENAAR, HOLLAND 
Glad to hear you've taken the cure! Remember, a 
dose of EIB a day keeps the doctor away. 


I'm a Master Sergeant, currently serving a 
tour in Turkey. But in 1990, I was living from 
payday to payday and not getting anywhere. 
I was expecting the government or somebody to 
come along and save me ... build me a house 
and take care of me when I got old. Then I 
started listening to you. You led me to believe 
in myself and to stand on my own feet. Through 
your positive (and, of course, very funny) 
leadership style, you changed my life. You 
weaned me off of expecting someone else to take 
care of me. Today I have money in mutual 


R. DUCA 
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"U WELCOME TO THE BIG RUSH ROOM 
IN THE Sy. ” 





Dedicated to Preserving My Wisdom for the Ages 


funds, money markets, stocks, and I have 
an IRA. My goal is to have a tax problem. I can 
actually realize my dream of building my 
own house. Thanks to you. 

— SAMMY L, ANDREWS, USAF 
Never forget, Sammy, you have yourself to thank. 


Last year I was visiting my daughter and son- 
in-law and was, as usual, complaining about the 
income tax, the welfare system, and everything 
else, My daughter asked, “Have you ever heard of 
Rush Limbaugh?” Please don't be offended, but I 
thought it was some kind of cheese. When she 
said, “Let me get you one of his Letters,” I 
expected a regular newsletter with a couple of 
pages. After I read the first Limbaugh Letter 1 had 
ever seen, I exclaimed, “Good grief, he thinks the 
same as I do!” She then showed me the issue con- 
taining your tribute to your father and the 
Normandy invasion [June 1994]. Since I served 
in the Mediterranean Theater in the 15ch Air 
Force, it was a blessing to find someone with 
deep feelings for what we veterans went through 
for this great country. I took home six of my 
daughter's newsletters; last Christmas, she and 
her husband presented me with a subscription. | 
do not read or save magazines, but I am filing 
and re-reading your Limbaugh Letters. They and 
your programs give me hopes for the future. You 
have shown me that the values we fought and 
bled for are not dead. 

— NORMAN H. BROWN, WILLINGBORO, NJ 
You have no idea how gratified I am by your words, sir. 


You are the best polygraph America has. 

— ROBERT AND T. ANNE MARVEL, JALISCO, MEXICO 
Unfortunately, the results of the poly- 
graph are inadmissable in Congressional 
hearings. 


You make me very proud to be an 
American. I was born in Vietnam, 
grew up here and became a naturalized 
citizen some years ago. Now I am also 
proud to be known as a dittohead, 
Your intellectual ability and analysis 
of each issue astounds me. The 
Limbaugh Letter is simply the best 
news source there is. I don’t even both- 
er reading the local newspaper or 
watching the network news any more 
for information. My friends keep 
wanting to borrow the Letter from me 
every month — like me, they just cant 
ger enough of you, The battle for 
Americas greatness is far from over 
and I hope you will continue to lead 
the charge. 

— VIEN NGUYEN, ALEXANDRIA, VA 
Charge! 
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n the biggest sign yet that Bill Clinton and the Democratic 
Party are in huge electoral trouble for 1996, the mainstream 
media has come to the collective conclusion that there's an enor- 
mous groundswell of demand for a third party. And so it is 
doing polling up the wazoo in search of a “mood” for a “growing” 
independent, third-party movement. The political process is “bro- 
ken,” in the infamous words of the hapless Bill Bradley. Why? The 
truth is, folks, it’s “broken” because Democrats are losing. 

Well, we cant have that. So the press is doing its damnedest to 
inject a little excitement into the coming campaign. Since Bill 
Clinton clearly wont be able to stop the rabid extremist ultra-conser- 
vative radical racist-sexist-homophobic 
ideologues who have hijacked the for- 
merly reasonable Republican party, the 
media figures, they'll have to try some- 
thing else. Somebodys got to do it. 

So, according to a helpful ABC poll, 
“nearly half of American voters say they 
want a third-party candidate.” I’m sur- 
prised it isn’t “nearly all.” Who, when 
asked, wouldn't want an additional 
name or two to choose from on the bal- 
lot? Americans like options. But that 
doesn't mean theyd opt for an Indepen- 
dent. It would behoove everyone to 
remember that Ross Perot did not even 
come close to winning a single electoral 
vote in 1992. And neither could any 
other third-party candidate. Americans 
are notoriously wary of “wasting” their 
vote in presidential elections. 

But lets examine this odd media creation of a third-party move- 
ment. There's something rather significant missing in all of it. What, 
pray tell, are the ideas of this supposed Third Party? What does it 
stand for? And is there any kind of national support for it? Political 
parties form when millions of people coalesce around a specific agen- 
da; you cant create a national movement or galvanize support based 
merely on a motto: “None of the above.” 

I'll tell you what those in the media want. They are looking fondly 
at those who pass themselves off as fiscally conservative, socially lib- 
eral guys “in the center.” There is no evidence that is what the voters 
want, but since when has that ever bothered the mainstream press? 

But that is precisely what explains the media fawning over Ross 
Perot, which was superseded by the media fawning over Bill Bradley 
(“The most admirable senator of this era,” according to Al Hunt), 
which has now been supplanted by the media fawning over Colin 
Powell. Powell’s recent pro-choice, pro-gun control, anti-school- 
prayer comments, according to the August New York Times, “puts 
him in agreement with the vast, sensible majority of the American 
people.” As opposed to the Republican party’s “most outback fac- 
tions,” which the current Republican candidates are “pandering to.” 

The media is spending a lot of energy arguing with the ideas of 
the Republican party. They don't like them, and they especially don't 
like them succeeding. But dont believe the fiction for a minute that 
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The last thing the 
liberal establishment 
wants is conservatives 

solving problems. 


But guess what. 
We're going to do 
it anyway. 


E CONFIDENT! 


both parties are losing national support. The evidence shows just 
Democrats are. Here's a headline in The Washington Post: “SUPPORT 
GROWS FOR INDEPENDENT IN "96: POLL FINDS DEMOCRATS 
MORE LIKELY TO SEEK ALTERNATIVE IN PRESIDENTIAL RACE.” 
According to a Times Mirror survey, longing for a third-party “bub- 
bles up more from the Democratic end of the political spectrum 
than the Republican.” 

“Republican analyst” Kevin Phillips claims “the American people are 
disgusted” with Republican policies. According to a Frank Luntz poll, 
however, 31 percent of the public may think Republicans have “gone 
too far,” but 53 percent think they haven't gone far enough. 

ss E Folks, no Independent candidate is 
going to win the presidency in 1996. 
Make no mistake about it. What is 
happening here is a concerted effort to 
deny conservative ideas a chance to 
work. But don't be seduced into think- 
ing that what you support is falling 
apart. Now that the Democrats are out 
of power — with the Republican “jug- 
gernaut, as the press likes to call it, 
relentlessly advancing — the last thing 
that the liberal establishment is going 
to allow is Republicans and conserva- 
tives solving problems. But guess what. 
We're going to do it anyway. Here's 
why you should remain confident: 

Republicans are winning, and 
winning big. They have picked up 
more than 500 state and national leg- 
islative seats since Clinton won in "92, 
and more than 120 elected politicians — including two U.S. Sena- 
tors and three House members — have switched from the Demo- 
crat to the Republican party. No switches have gone the other way. 


even Democrats have decided it’s time for them to bid adieu 
to the U.S. Senate. Senate Minority Leader Tom Daschle (D, 
SD) admits that “you have to be concerned about the retire- 
ments.” Concerned? It's a huge red flag, folks. (Or maybe a 
white flag.) How many Republicans retired when Ronald Reagan 





was up for reelection in 1984, hmmm? How many decided it was 


time to become a Democrat? 

Andrew Kohut, director of the Times Mirror Center poll, found a 
“troubling” result for Democrats in their recent survey. “Despite the 
increased negative ratings for Gingrich,” he says, “the GOP has a larger 
lead over the Democrats in congressional voting intentions now than 
it had last November. In the current poll, Republican congressional 
candidates are favored over Democrats by 50 percent to 43 percent, 
compared with the 45 percent to 43 percent edge they had on the eve 


of their takeover of the House.” Aha! So we need a third party. 

The conservative agenda is advancing. Listen to Mr. Newt, 
reciting some of the accomplishments of the 104th Congress: “We 
had the longest opening-day session in the history of the U.S, 
House. We passed nine major reforms, including the Shays Act, to 








apply to the Congress every law that applies to the rest of the coun- 
try. In the following 93 days, we [gor] through the ... Contract 
[With America], even though the Left ... says you have to be fright- 
ened of us because we're so undisciplined. We won 299 out of 302 
votes in a 93-day period with a 12-vote majority.” 

Having said that, the Speaker lays out a three-part agenda for the 
rest of the year: “First, we are going to balance the budget, including 
tax cuts for children and families and economic growth, and we're 
going to get it signed into law. 

“Second, we are going to save the Medicare system from going 


broke, without raising your taxes, We're going to save it by inventing | 


a better Medicare plan. This year we will spend $4,800 per senior 
citizen on Medicare. At the end of our seven-year plan, we will spend 
$6,700 per senior citizen on Medicare. 

“Third, before we go home the U.S. Senate is going to pass wel- 
fare reform that emphasizes work and family, despite every effort of 
the Left to stop it. They are going to pull thar victory off, and we'll 
then go to conference with a good welfare bill.” 

But Rush, you say, | thought everything was stalled in the Senate. 
Au contraire (a little French lingo, there). Let me quote a series of 
headlines from just one issue of The New York Times, picked at ran- 
dom from my desk: “SENATE PANEL KILLS FINANCING FOR 
NATIONAL SERVICE PROGRAM”; “CLINTON URGES FIGHT TO KEEP 
STUDENT LOANS;” “SENATE REJECTS BID TO ADD CHILD CARE 


THE MYTH OF 
THE ANGRY WHITE MALE 


emember before the '94 elections, when the mainstream 
media sensed, well, something was afoot? They didn't know 
what, exactly — blind to the groundswell of conservatism, 
they felt, rather than understood, the electorate's dissatisfaction. 
The truth was, voters were no longer buying liberalism's articles of 
faith ... which are, of course, the media's articles of faith. How 
could this be fathomed? The public, the pundits concluded, was 
seething with a sort of generalized rage. Discontent. Venom. 
Anger. On election night Peter Jennings compared American vot- 
ers to two-year-olds having a tantrum. 
What has sprung up in the year since is a strange kind of myth- 


ology, a full-blown philosophical construct, that goes something’ 


like this. Americans are unhappy with their lot. Dissatisfied with 
their own lives. They are feeling insecure — layoffs and corporate 


downsizing have made their future uncertain. There are too many | 


things in their world that they can't control. (Robert Reich has 
dubbed such folks the “anxious class.”) So, they've focused their 
discontent on government. Stirred up by talk radio, the theory 
goes, vast numbers of formerly sensible people have embraced 
“hate” and “extremism.” Most of these, according to the media, are 
white guys. They've traded their bourgeois lives for militia fatigues. 
“This is psychologically a difficult time for a lot of white males, 
the so-called angry white males,” declared Bill Clinton in April. 
The idea has taken on a life of its own among liberals, who've cre- 


ated a sort of anthropological or psychoanalytical thesis to explain — 


the alien beings in their midst who are now voting Republican. It 
is apparently a reassuring line of explanation for them, since it has 
become conventional wisdom. But an honest analysis of actual 
voting patterns in the '94 election happens to prove the entire idea 
bogus, Here are some inconvenient facts: 

Not “angry.” A Washington Post/ABC pre-election poll asked 
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AID,” “PANEL VOTES ALMOST $1 BILLION CUT FOR E.PA.” And 
on and on. The media keeps telling you that the Republican agenda 
is stalled, but it’s surging forward. 

Republicans are united behind a clear message. “Our problem 
is that the voters know what the Republicans are about — less gov- 
ernment — but they aren't sure what were about,” says Democrat 
pollster Celinda Lake. Folks, when your opposition has it in a nut- 
shell, you are succeeding. Nothing about Republicans being the 
party of “tax breaks for the rich,” Celinda? Or the GOP being the 
party of starving children, dirty air and water, and poisoned meat? 


espite millions of dollars and thousands of Democrat-hours 

spent on disinformation, the public has a clear picture of a 
pivotal Republican idea. Which is why our friend Mark 
Mellman (of the notorious Neil’s liquor store memo) says: 

“We cant let ourselves be suckered into a debate on big versus small 
government.” Why? Because they've already lost that core argument. 
For months, liberals kept claiming that the Republicans were un- 
ravelling, that party unity was evaporating, that the Contract With 
America had stopped dead in its tracks. But now the Democratic 
Congressional Campaign Committee (DCCC) has tried a new tactic, 
accusing Republicans of being too unified. Marching in “lockstep.” As 


Continued on page 16 





voters if they were angry “about the way the federal government 
works. Four out of five white males said no. The Voter News 
Service National Exit Poll asked the same question. Three out of 
four white males said they were not. According to a Frank Luntz 
poll asking voters if they considered themselves angry, seven out of 
10 white men responded in the negative. Of course, actual infor- 
mation to the contrary didn’t stop a single Washington reporter 
from claiming that white guys were seething. 

Not just whites. True, blacks continued to vote overwhelmingly 
Democratic in 1994. Black women voted for Democratic 
House candidates by a margin of 90 to 10, similar to the 89 to 


| 11 average in the previous seven elections. Black men voted 
_ for Democrats by an 85 to 15 majority in 1994, a split that 


has remained unchanged since 1980. But this is America, with 
dozens of ethnic groups — including Hispanics and Asians. 
Although you haven't heard about “angry Cubans,” or “angry 
Koreans,” those groups voted in large numbers for Republicans 
in 1994, 

Not just males. Yes, 62 percent of white men voted for 
Republican House candidates (38 percent for Democrats) in 1994, 
a ten-point increase from the 1990 midterm elections. But 
was this special to their gender? In 1990, white women 
voted Democratic, 52 to 48 percent; in 1994, white women 
voted for Republican House candidates by a 55 to 45 percent 
majority, This is a seven-point reversal, a huge factor in the 
outcome, Which may be why the liberal National Women’s 
Political Caucus released a study downplaying the importance 
of the “gender gap.” Significantly, I havent seen a single article 
decrying “angry white females.” 

So there you have it. The “angry white male” is a fiction invent- 
ed by those in the liberal media to make themselves feel better — 
and, by playing the race card, they are attempting to put you, the 
voter, on the defensive. If Republicans were only elected because 
they stirred up a bunch of yahoos, liberals don't have to face the 
fact that conservative ideas are persuasive. But guess what? Conser- 
vative ideas are persuasive. Liberals: deal with it. 
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SETE he ruling [Roe v. Wade] was 
unjust, and it is incumbent on 
the Congress to correct the 

injustice, The amendment my colleague and 

I introduce today will do just that. It estab- 

lishes the right to life of any person regard- 

less of age, health, function, or condition of 
dependency, including the unborn at every 
stage of biological development.” Believe it 

or not, folks, that was Rep. Richard A. 

Gephardt (D, MO) in 1977. In 1981, he 

voted in favor of school prayer. 

Mr. Gephardt has since gotten with his 
partys program. Now having “grown” to 
become the standard-bearer of the 
Democrat left wing, Gephardt embodies 
what passes for an agenda in the current 
Democratic leadership — carrying a banner 
of class-war rhetoric, protectionism, and 
personal attack on Republicans. And carry- 
ing his party straight over the cliff. 

Like most Democrats, Gephardt's politi- 
cal button is stuck on “whine.” But what 
really frosts him is the prospect of lower 
taxes. He is obsessed with tax cuts (“for 
those who dont need them.”) As we go to 
press, he is warning Republicans “to take 
their trickle-down tax breaks off the table.” 
Just another fun day with Mr. Dick. 

“Slashing Medicare to pay for tax breaks 
for people who dont need them is not just 
wrong, its outrageous,” he declares, adding 
the Republican push for Medicare legisla- 
tion is “ridiculous and obscene.” 

The 10-term Congressman unhappily 
finds himself Minority Leader, rather than 
what he is convinced he richly deserves: 
Speaker — heir to the throne of Democrat 
notables like Tip O'Neill, Jim Wright, and 
Tom Foley. Thwarted from his true destiny 
by the Republican revolutionaries (whom he 
calls “trickle-down terrorists”), Gephardt has 
lately been a hapless and therefore amusing 
figure on the public stage, throwing tan- 
trums, cobbling together ill-conceived pro- 
posals that few take seriously. 

In December, upstaging the President, 
Gephardt came up with a middle class tax 
cut, for those earning less than $75,000. As 
opposed to the Republicans, he said his was 

„ a much more affordable tax cut, which goes 
> to the right families...” No one cared. 

In January, Gephardt announced that he 

Baas developing a “flat tax.” Turned out that 
his concept of “flat” included five rates, 
2 ranging from 10 to 34 percent. (We now 
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The Limbaugh Profile 


T | A have five 
$ rates, from 15 to 39.6 

percent.) Gephardt said Americans 
could file their taxes on a postcard, as with 
Dick Armey’s flat tax. But taxpayers would 
have to attach schedules and calculate their 
totals on separate pages, as they do today. 
Gephardt's “postcard” is simply a cover page 
for complicated tax forms. 

In February, Gephardt devised some- 
thing he called the Code of Conduct for 
business, a hodgepodge of liberal nostrums 
for companies to become “ethical” by, for 
example, de-emphasizing “short-term prof- 
its’ and “sharing real power with workers.” 
Oh, and the Code of Conduct would 
“demand” (his word) a “commitment to an 
economic nationalism.” This was to be /egis- 
lation, folks. “I'll be laying out more of the 
details of the Code — how we encourage it, 
and how we enforce it — in the coming 
weeks and months,” he promised. “We can 
condition any tax break to business on the 
adoption of the Best Practices Code of Con- 
duct ... We can place a new government 
seal on every product that is made by fol- 
lowing the Code of Conduct...” A plan to 
end business as we know it. 

All of this — thankfully — went no- 
where, so in March Gephardt announced he 
was going to unveil a new Democratic agen- 
da, Huge headline in The Hill, a Capitol 
Hill newspaper: “House Dems POISED TO 
COUNTERATTACK: GEPHARDT TO UNVEIL 


DEMOCRATIC AGENDA FOR NEXT 500 DAYS.” | 


Gephardts rambling plan included a mini- 
























mum wage bill, health care reform (yes, 
health care reform), “savings” for college for 
young families, and “savings” for a down 
payment. All this, Gephardt said, would lead 
Democrats to recapture the House in 1996. 

Well, none of it has come to pass. None 
of it has even come to be discussed. 

So Gephardt is back at it, his liberalism 
growing ever more shrill and absurd. “I 
would argue thar the central purpose of the 
United States government,” he wrote in July, 
“is to support and encourage a high and ris- 
ing standard of living .... It is to narrow the 

gap between the rich and the 


youd think the Founding Fathers 
would have mentioned it. 
In Gephardt's obsession to get 
the government to “lift” our standard of liv- 
ing, few more genuinely believe Americans 
income and assets really belong to Wash- 
ington. Mr. Gephardr, it isn't your money. 
Which brings us to Gephardts million- 
dollar mansion. (Actually, its a $700,000 
mansion, but what's $300,000 to the 
rich?) Seems Mr. Dick, his wife, and two 
business partners own a huge beach house 
in an exclusive area in North Carolina. 
The mansion boasts six bedrooms, six and 
a half baths, jacuzzis, an outdoor spa fac- 
ing the sea, and room enough for six cars, 
according to a report in /nsight magazine. 


i r. Dick's Big House generates 
M abour $100,000 a year in rental 
income. This despite the fact that 


loan documents for the propery reportedly 
prohibit its use for rental purposes, which 
Gephardt agreed to in writing. Gephardt 
got this property by swapping another piece 
of real estate, under a little-known tax 
clause used mostly by the well-to-do to — 
get this — avoid capital gains taxes. Second 
homes or vacation homes generally don't 
qualify for this tax break. The magazine 
concludes that Gephardt “may have violat- 
ed various banking and tax laws, as well as 
financial-reporting requirements of the 
Ethics in Government Act.” 

Gephardt aides dismiss these as “very 
technical matters,” and say that he would 
never knowingly violate the law. Ironic, is it 
not, to see Mr. Gephardt defending his 
wealth and property — problems usually 
reserved for the greedy, evil rich? pa] 


a poor...” If this was the central 
yA purpose of the U.S. government, 








My conversation with 





The freshman Congressman from 

à Michigan — who began his career 
on an assembly line — also owns 

a business that manufactures 

= Es automotive components. Youll 


find his optimism infectious: 





“ Rush: You're one of the 

most enthusiastic members of 

the freshman class, one of the 

prime movers and shakers — 

whats your read on the revolution 
and the prospects for the future? 

Chrysler: The House moves a 

à little bit faster than the Senate, which is working 

© à might up against this October 1 deadline of the 


fiscal year. They will pass something out of 


Fe, their committees in the next couple of © 


= ù weeks; we will take those into conference; 
= d the House version will come out; and 
| that's what will be passed. The President 
may want to veto that, but we'll put it 
into the spending cap bill, which he has 
to sign in its entirety. I would say at 
least 85 to 90 percent of the Contract 
will be passed this year. 
Rush: Youre one of the few saying it that forcefully 








and that confidently. Press stories continue to say _ 


œ thar the Contract is dead, that the Republicans 
are dead in the water, 
that Newt is discouraged 
because the Senate is sit- 
ting on his Contract. 
Commerce Department: going 
to survive. Education: going to sur- 
vive. Corporation for Public Broadcasting: going to 
survive, Grants to the arts: going to survive. 
Chrysler: Rush, you remember we went through 
_ this process during the Contract With America. 
à Every single week the news media would say: 
y “Republicans are coming apart at the seams.” 
© Of course, every week we would pass another 
part of the Contract. We finally finished literally 
all of it. It took 20 votes, essentially, to get the 
Contract passed. Eight of those did not have to go 
to the Senate, so they were enacted immediately. Two 
of them were Constitutional amendments. One is still 
waiting in the Senate, the balanced budget.amendment. The 
other, term limits, did not pass in the House but will be brought 
up for a vote in the Senate soon, according to Bob Dole: As we 
move through this process in the budget, it’s much like it was in 
the Contract: the media saying, “No, no, no — they'll never get 
there.” We're putting our heads down, ignoring the liberal attacks, 
and making sure we get the job done for the American people. 
Rush: Do you think there will be a train wreck? 


Chrysler: There's no reason to have a train wreck, if you just keep 


Rush: Will there be more people like you 


and the rest of the freshmen in the 
House and Senate in ‘96? 
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this train on the right track. And that’s what we're 
doing, 
Rush: But the President may veto some of this, 
Chrysler: If he does, we just put it into the 
spending cap bill. The appropriations bills are 
what he'll focus on vetoing. The ones he signs will 
be fine; the ones he doesn't, we'll provide continu- 
ing resolutions for until we can iron out the dif- 
ferences. But I don’t see the train wreck — it's a 
glib term that greatly exaggerates the process. 
Rush: A lot of people would love to see the 
President veto these things, and the government 
shut down, so it could be illustrated just 
how unnecessary so much of government is. 
Some are hoping it happens because it will show the true resolve 
Republicans have, They're afraid there will be some kind of com- 
promise, á là 1990, to avoid this train wreck. You are in the 
middle of it, you're on the train, as opposed to being outside 
waiting. How has your perception changed since you were a 
private citizen in business? 
Chrysler: Irs terrific being there in the majority, so you're control- 
ling the process for once, rather than the other guys. And this fresh- 
man class is far different from anything this country has ever seen. 
There are things we will dig our heels in over. We will not allow the 
deficits to continue to grow over the next seven years, We will make 
sure the deficit goes down every single year. 
Rush: Its why you're there. 
Chrysler: Between the freshman and sophomores, we are 54 per- 
cent of the Republican majority. We're the majority of the majority 
— which means we can dig our 
heels in and get it done. The 
thing you really see when youre, 
as you mentioned, on the train, is 
| that there are clearly two different 
agendas in this country. There's 
the one were dealing with every day. And then there's the one the 
media is dealing with, the one theyd like us to be working on. 
Rush: Newt has said he would have no qualms whatsoever about 
having this train wreck, if it took that to make the point that he’s 
not going to compromise when it means compromising principle. 
Chrysler: The freshmen, in fact, are working on a program right 
now should this proverbial train wreck indeed happen. Were saying, 
Lers take the worthless things government does, the things people 
wouldn't care one minute whether they were there or not, and shut 
down every one of those, and then maybe keep the essential items 
going. That way we can do what we have to do, make sure this 
spending cap bill gets passed — under our terms, which is having 
this country on a glidepath to a balanced budget by the year 2002. 
Rush: The Labor-HHs bill, which did eliminate over 180 pro- 
grams — just totally zapped them — was one of the most pro- 
found pieces of legislation to come out of the House in my life- 
time. While the Labor-HHs bill was being passed, while the 
Republican majority was holding together, the press was portray- 
ing the Republicans as falling apart, unravelling, no unity. When 
in fact, every day there's a Democrat resignation, every day there's 
a Democrat changing parties. 
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Chrysler: We have got to be bold. And we've got to continue to 
push personal responsibility. In that HHS bill, we said if you are 
going to disable yourself through the use of drugs and alcohol, tax- 
payers should not have to fund your well-being; that passed. I think 
the American people agree with us 100 percent. Our budget resolu- 
tion eliminated 283 programs, 14 agencies, 68 commissions, and 
for the first time in the history of this country, we're dismantling a 
complete cabinet-level agency, the Department of Commerce. I am 
the freshman who chaired that committee, wrote that legislation, 
and put it forth. It absolutely has to be done. 

Being a businessman for 25 years and now being in Congress, 1 
look at the things I’m now responsible for and say to myself, “We 
never did need that; that was a dumb idea when they came up with 
ic.” We've got to get rid of every one of those, and I think I've died 
and gone to heaven. You know, if the Department of Commerce 
were the voice of business it portrays itself to be, it would support a 
balanced budget amendment, capital gains tax cuts, tort reform, 
and regulatory reform, because that’s what the business community 
wants and must have in order to put people to work. It’s a universal 
law; you never see an employee unless you see an employer first. 
You must have people to create jobs if you're going to have jobs. 
The best welfare system we could ever have is creating jobs. 

Rush: I take phone calls from all over the country, and I get hun- 
dreds of pieces of mail, and e-mail, Dick, you would not believe 
the number of people who are willing to throw in the towel. They 
have been convinced that nothing has changed since November 
94, They're saying that you guys are no different than those who 
were there before, and so we've got to go to a third party, weve got 
to have an Independent candidate, we've got to have somebody 
who's an outsider. My gosh, we've never been presented with the 
opportunity we have today to make significant change, and we're 
in the midst of doing it. But these people dont believe it, and 
there are more of them than you think. 

Chrysler: When you understand that 86 percent of the people 
who bring you your six o'clock news voted for McGoverñ, 92 per- 
cent of them voted for Jimmy Carter and Bill Clinton, you see we 
have about an 8 percent window 
to get our message through. 

Rush: That's my point. 

Chrysler: And I say, Thank God 
for Rush Limbaugh — to help us 
get that information out. It wasnt 
until January 4, 1995 that the Congress even had e-mail; or a 
hookup to the Internet. We've got to work a lot harder to get our 
message out at the grassroots level. People have to remember that 
we've only been there for eight months. As everybody now knows, 
hopefully, this is the first time in 40 years that Republicans have had 
an opportunity to be a majority. And winning back-to-back elec- 


of our closest friends. 


tions in 1996 will be the first time that has happened in 70 years. 
Still, the hill gets steeper; it doesn’t get any easier. That's why we 
have to be bold, because government takes about two to three ye 
to make a full revolution of its wheel. So people wont really feel the 
benefits — the tax cuts, the prosperity, the opportunity, the self- 
reliance — of the things we're doing now until maybe the next elec- 
tion. Though his re-elect numbers went down to 19 percent the 
year after he was elected, Gov. Engler in this state at least had the 
benefit of a four-year cycle before these things came out the other 
end. Then the people of Michigan re-elected him with 62 percent. 
Rush: Will there be more people like you and the rest of the fresh- 
men in the House and Senate in '96? 
Chrysler: We're going to bring back the 73 freshmen, and about 
20 or 30 of our closest friends. Those are Dick Armey's numbers, 
It’s going to take a lot of effort, but there's no reason in the world 
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Chrysler: We're going to bring back the 
73 freshmen, and about 20 or 30 





years 
| 
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| you are being sucked in, and youre 


we can't do ic. I think in October or November of 1996 
Americans will start feeling some of the positive effects 

of having a new Congress in town. That's when 

they're going to vote their pocketbooks; that’s when 

they're going to vote for the only hope the working 

man and woman has, which is the Republican 

party. We're the only party that wants to let 

them keep more of what they earn and save. 

Rush: I concur with all that, bur I neverthe- 

less find myself amazed at this fascination 

with — and it could be anybody, but in this 

case its Colin Powell, precisely because he's 

supposedly above all this stuff Republicans and 

Democrats do — this draft movement. Does it sur- 

prise you? 

Chrysler: Oh, I think its good to hear. Now it's 
Powellmania, I guess, and lets get it out of the way 

so we can get on with the business of 1996, When 

you see people like David Broder writing articles 

about this, it's just Democrat wishful thinking. 
They would love to see a third-party candidate 
in 1996 — 

Rush: Boy, is that ever right. ) 
Chrysler: — so they could get away with 
sticking Bill Clinton back into that White į 
House. | 


Rush: Here's what 1 tell people. “Folks, 






falling for it. This is the most impor- 
tant thing I could tell you in 1995. As long 
as Republicans are in power, liberals are not "y 
going to allow one solution, if they can help it, to 

any problem. Because let conservatives, let 
Republicans solve a problem while the liberals __ 
aren't around and guess what? You illustrate the © 
lack of need for liberals, You illustrate how their 40 

years gave us the problems, 

and how a conservative solution 
fixed them,” They cannot 
afford that, Dick. You're 
exactly right. They're trying to get this 
third party going, anything they can to 
destroy the conservative majority. Again, my fear is that 
it’s resonating with so many people — who probably 
voted for people like you in 1994. £ 
Chrysler: As I said, it’s just wishful thinking. If it’s 
not Colin Powell, and if it’s nor Ross Perot, they'll 
probably find some other wealthy Democrat to 
try to split that vote up. 

Rush: Bill Bradley! Dynamic Bill Bradley! Y 
Chrysler: Right! They have found a successful way 
to elect a President — it's called, Run a third-party per- 
son nobody knows anything about, to hopefully suck away 
enough Republican votes. 

But presidential politics aside, it’s really the Congress that mat- 
ters. Politics 101. The President proposes, but the Congress dis- 
poses. The President cannot spend a dime of your money or even 
raise your taxes. It’s got to be done by the Congress. So controlling 
this Congress, increasing the number of seats we hold in 1996, is 
imperative. In 1998, with a Republican President, we'll lose some 
seats in the midterm election. So it’s important we pick up those 
20 or 30 extra seats in 1996. 

Rush: Good point. Now I want to ask this question because of your 














history. You did not attend college because you couldnt afford it, so 
you basically founded a series of companies — which employed 
thousands of people. I detect that a sizeable number of people 
believe the press about how there's just not a chance any more for 
decent, hard-working people to become as prosperous as their par- 
ents. Do you think America has run out of opportunity? 
Chrysler: Not for a minute. Opportunity is out there everyplace. 
I started three new companies last year, matter of fact, just because 
I found a need, and I could fill it. 
Rush: As | tell people, “Do you think every product that is going 
to be invented, has been? Is every service that's going to be provid- 
ed already out there? Is everything we have as good as it can be, or 
is there room for improvement?” Of course the answer is no, and 
no, and no. But people seem to be susceptible to the media's 
doom-and-gloom portrayal of the future. And when people like 
you come along, they say: “Oh, sure, Mr. Chrysler, You can say 
America hasn't run out of opportunity. 
You've got yours. But what about Joe 
Schmoe, who lost his shoelace manufactur- 
ing job to Taiwan?” 
Chrysler: | wanted to be able to preserve 
the same opportunity I have been blessed 
with in my life for my children and 
their children, and so I decided to leave my 
nice, safe, warm, comfortable corporate 
job and go out there and maybe get my 
nose bloodied. As a business person, when 
you run for public office, they take every 
shot at you possible to say you must have 
been some kind of an evil person in order to 
succeed. Still, you've got to do it, because it 
is not big government, or big government 
programs, or big government regulations 
that have built this into the greatest country 
in the world. It is free enterprise, entrepre- 
neurship, capitalism, and people who 
are willing to go out there and put it on the 
line that have made this the greatest country in the world. 
Rush: One of your greatest applause lines at home is your call for 
the abolition of the IRs. 
Chrysler: And it's not just me as a freshman talking about it. Bill 


Archer, chairman of Ways and Means, is talking publicly about | 


instituting a consumption tax. We are discussing eliminating the 
capital gains tax, eliminating the estate tax, the inheritance tax — 
and repealing the 16th Amendment, the one that allows the gov- 
ernment to withhold money from your paycheck. So your gross 
pay becomes your take-home pay, eliminating the IRS. This is the 
applause line, because 40 million Americans were contacted just 
last year over problems with the IRS, an inordinate amount of our 
total working population. 

A consumption tax will let us export goods without loading 
them up with taxes, it'll let us import goods that will be taxed at 
the point of sale, so for the first time they'll be supporting the fed- 
eral government. We'll pick up all the black market dollars, the 
drug money, and the cash businesses that are operating under the 
table. They will start paying taxes. If you make a lot of money and 
buy a lot of things, you're going to pay a lot in taxes. But if you 
dont make a lot of money, and/or if you save a lot of money, you'll 
pay very little in taxes. 

Rush: Whar are the odds of all this happening? 
Chrysler: We will have our bill introduced by October. Jack 
Kemp, as you know, is also working on a task force on that same 


effort. He'll have his report by October. 


“It is not big govern- 
ment programs, or 
regulations that 
have built this into 
the greatest country in 


the world. It is free 
enterprise, entrepre- 
neurship, capitalism, 
and people willing to 
put it on the line.” 
— Rep. Dick CHRYSLER 





Rush: But what does Colin Powell think? 

Chrysler: I dont know what Colin Powell thinks — nobody 
does. Bur the truth is, you're going to see a bill for a consumption 
tax introduced in the United States Congress on April 16, 1996. 
Rush: Introduced in the House, April 1996. 

Chrysler: April 16, at 4 p.m. It’s great to have control. 

Rush: Right in the midst of the primary season! 

Chrysler: And right in the midst of income tax time. Bill Archer 
will introduce that bill, and I think it'll pass the House. 

Rush: Now the press and the Democrats are once again lying to 
the American people about the mythical Medicare cuts. It’s just a 
replay of the school lunch program where Republicans were going 
to starve kids. 

Chrysler: One of my projects in Congress is medical savings 
accounts. We introduced a bill about 30 days ago, we will vote on it 
in October, and it will pass. It'll give you a free market solution to 
health care. No kind of free enterprise works 
without the consumer. We've got doctors 
and insurance companies and hospitals 
deciding what's reasonable and customary as 
far as cost goes, and the consumer has been 
totally cut out. Medical savings accounts put 
the consumer back in the loop. We've got to 
have tort reform, which we passed in March 
and are waiting on the Senate. We've gor to 
have insurance portability, coverage for pre- 
existing conditions, and | believe that med- 
ical savings accounts will give us the oppor- 
tunity to do that. But more important, they 
will start to generate nest eggs for health care 
for people at 65 — which we have to do, 
because we know that 80 percent of our 
health care dollars are spent in the last six 
months of life, 

Rush: Are you finding constituents think 
youre going to send them to the gutter to 
die when they get sick? 

Chrysler: No. We find people are kind of sick of what Medicare 
has been doing to them. Being a single payer system, fee for services, 
offering no choices, it takes many people off the good health plan 
they had at 64 and forces them into a government health care pro- 
gram, which is really all Medicare and Medicaid is. I've offered two 
amendments to the medical savings accounts bill. One is to give all 
federal employees access to medical savings accounts so we can get 
the world’s largest employer offering medical savings accounts 
immediately. The second is to replace the whole Medicaid system 
with medical savings account vouchers. A person would be able to 
take that voucher to an insurance company, get their medical savings 
account, and have the same kind of health care as anybody else. If 
they spent $1000 during the year, and had $2000 left over in their 
account, we would give it to them only after they were gainfully 
employed. A financial incentive to go to work. 

Rush: I wonder what Colin Powell thinks of this idea. 

Chrysler: He hasn't heard of it. 

Rush: Youve got a lot of people praying for you, more than you 
know, hoping like they haven't hoped before that you succeed, 
And you are keeping your head down, I can tell by talking to you. 
You are just concentrating on what you have to do, and ignoring 
the critics, which is a great lesson. By the way, readers should 
know just how full of foresight you are, because you actually pur- 
chased gift subscriptions to this newsletter for all your employees. 
You are a real American. 

Chrysler: Thanks, Rush! a 








Rush Review KATE Analysis from the Cultural Icon 


W hroughout the 
20th century, peo- 
ple with too much time 
on their hands and too 
few principles in their 
hearts have devised 
schemes to build utopia 
on earth. Thomas 
Sowell, one of my all- 
time favorite authors, 
has provided a devastat- 
ing analysis of these 
people in his brilliant 
new book. He dubs 
them — the cultural 
elite, the professors, the 
social scientists, the 
policy makers, the jour- 
nalists, and the artists 
— “the Anointed.” 
Their anointment 
comes, of course, 
from themselves. 
“Dangers to a society may be mortal 
without being immediate,” Sowell writes. 
“One such danger is the prevailing social 
vision of our time — and the dogmatism 
with which the ideas, assumptions, and atti- 
tudes behind that vision are held.” He is 
essentially writing about liberalism, folks, 
and his book takes those ideas, assumptions, 
and attitudes ... and explodes them. 
Using coercive state power and hard- 
earned tax dollars, Sowell explains, the 
Anointed have set out to solve the urgent 
problems facing American society: poverty; 
crime; illegitimacy and sexually transmitted 
diseases; overpopulation; global warming; 
“dangerous” automobiles; and on and on. 
The Anointed are always (so they believe) 
wiser than the rest of us, are always more car- 
ing and compassionate, their motives purer 
and their ideas finer. We, the “benighted,” 
the uninformed, the Great Unwashed, need 
their counsel, their guidance — and their 
control. Our lives will be infinitely more 
wonderful if we just trust them. If we chal- 
lenge them, we are evil, If we doubt them, we 
are idiots. If we refuse to ante up and fund 
their projects, they will ridicule and impugn 
us until we give in and cough up. 
For every problem, observes Sowell, the 
Anointed use the same means to achieve 
their ends (see if any of this sounds familiar): 
° Stage One: The Crisis. A crisis is simply 
declared. “Evidence is seldom asked or 
given,” says Sowell, “to show how the situa- 
tion at hand is either uniquely bad or 
threatening to get worse.” 

e Stage Two: The Solution. Policies are 
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‘devised by the 
Anointed to solve 
The Crisis. They 
always sound good, 
and they always work 
— on paper. 

e Stage Three: The 
Results of The 
Solution. The Crisis 
is never actually 
solved, and in fact the 
situation is made dra- 
matically worse. 


Ban 


sponse. The Anointed 
must handle the crit- 
ics who point out that 
The Results of The 
Solution have not 
solved The Crisis. 
“Those who attribute 
detrimental result{s] 
... to the policies insti- 
tuted are dismissed as ‘simplistic’ for ignoring 
the ‘complexities’ involved,” writes Sowell. 
“Indeed, it is often asserted that things would 
have been even worse, were it not for the 
wonderful programs that mitigated the 
inevitable damage from other factors.” 

Take poverty in America, for example. 
When the Anointed of Camelot, John E 
Kennedy (and later hrs Anointed, Lyndon B. 
Johnson), declared a “War on Poverty,” the 
stated purpose of using coercive federal 
power and hard-earned tax dollars was not 
Just to raise incomes but to reduce depen- 
dency. “We must find ways of returning far 
more of our dependent people to indepen- 
dence,” said JFK. The goal must be “reduc- 
ing not only the long-range cost [of welfare] 
in budgetary terms but the long-range cost 
in human terms as well.” 

The Anointed editorial writers at The 
New York Times agreed: “President Kennedy's 
welfare message to Congress yesterday stems 
from a recognition that no lasting solution to 
the problem can be bought with a relief 
check,” they wrote. “The initial cost will 
actually be greater than the mere continua- 
tion of handouts. The dividends will come 
in the restoration of individual dignity and 
in the long-run reduction of the need for 
government help.” Those were heady times! 
President Johnson would later pick up on 
these themes. “The days of the dole in our 
country are numbered,” he said. The “con- 
quest of poverty is well within our power,” 
echoed his Council of Economic Advisers. 

The Solution? Over the course of thirty 
years, transfer $5.4 trillion from those who 
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e Stage Four: The Re- | 





earn money to those in dependency. The 
Results? Catastrophic. Observes Sowell: 
“The number of people receiving public 
assistance more than doubled from 1960 to 
1977. The dollar value of public housing 
rose nearly five-fold in a decade and the 
amount spent on food stamps rose more 
than ten-fold.” Worse still: “urban ghetto 
riots .., raged across the country during this 
era ` Violent crime, especially in the inner 
cities, is up over 500 percent since 1960 and 
the breakdown of che family in urban 
America has instimagionalized poverty like 
never before in our history} 

Whar is The Response of liberals? Sowell 
quotes former [dhnsda (and later Carter) 
aide Hodding Carter 111: “Millions of people 
were lifted out of poverty during the period, 
or had their plight considerably alleviated, by 
government programs and public expendi- 
tures.” Ohhh. So it worked. 

Well, not exactly. But (here's the in- 
evitable spin) it could have been worse. “The 
question is not what the bottom line is today 
— with poverty up — but where we would 
be if we didnt have these programs in place?” 
says Professor Sheldon Danziger, director of 
the Institute for Research on Poverty ar the 
University of Wisconsin. 

Such philosophical somersaults are evi- 
dence, Sowell concludes, of “the irrelevance” of 
evidence. “In short, no matter what happens, 
the vision of the anointed always succeeds, if 
not by the original criteria, then by criteria 
extemporized later — and if not by empirical 
criteria, then by criteria sufficiently subjective 
to escape even the possibility of refutation.” 

The painful irony, Sowell points our, is 
that most of the crises the Anointed have 
insisted on attempting to fix were in fact get- 
ting better before liberal policies made them 
dramatically worse, “As of the time the ‘war 
on poverty’ programs began,” for example, 
“the number of people who lived below the 
official poverty line had been declining con- 
tinuously since 1960, and was only about 
half of what it had been in 1950,” 

This is a learned book. And immensely 
stimulating. In one area after another, Sowell 
systematically shows how the liberal An- 
ointed have used the same tactics, over and 
over, to frighten and deceive the American 
people into ceding more and more freedom 
and larger and larger amounts of cash ... with 
calamitous results. His painstaking research 
demonstrates, in short, how America has 
been duped; “Seldom have so few cost so 
much to so many,” he concludes. But thanks 
to scholars like Sowell, the Anointed’s 
unchallenged deception is over. 

















Many people say | need to be balanced with equal time. Not so — I AM... 
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A sampling of my genius, to be widely quoted and disseminated 





CAT-ASTROPHE 
I want to keep you up to speed on an 
international murder case that I discussed 
on my show. First, a recap of events sur- 
rounding the murder, which occurred in 
Kent, England. Lucy, a three-year-old 
English bull terrier, 
was placed under arrest 
for the murder of a cat. 
Scotland Yard con- 
firmed the news, say- 
ing thar the dog had 
been reported under | 
the Dangerous Dogs 
Act for being “danger- 
ous and out of control.” 
From all accounts, the 
dog spotted a neigh- 
bor's cat, chased it, 
caught it, and killed ir. 
This horrible display 


of nature was observed 


Messy BESSIE 

Bessie the Butter Cow has assumed room 
temperature but it’s not what you think. 
The cow — a life-sized work of art made 
from over 600 pounds of butter — is a staple 
of the Illinois Stare Fair, a traditional hit 
since 1922. This past summer, however, 
someone turned the power off in Bessie's 





and reported to police, whereupon Lucy 
was arrested. Lucy's lawyer — yes, there 
actually is a lawyer acting on behalf of the 
dog — says: “Ir is ridiculous. Dogs chase 
cats. That's what they do. Except in 
this case the dog caught the cat, which 
is unusual.” 

But now the eyewit- 
ness to the murder, 
Dawn Turner, who 
says Lucy murdered 
the cat in her garden, 
is calling for the dog to 
be released. “I don't 
want to see the dog 
destroyed. It still has a 
life to live.” So even 
though Lucy is still 
awaiting her day in 
court, it may not be a 
dog-eat-dog world 
after all. 


cooler, which kept her at 38 degrees. For two 
hours she endured soaring 62-degree temper- 
atures, leaving her creamed. Officials don’t 
know if her meltdown occurred as a result of 
vandalism, or an innocent mistake. My guess 
is that Bessie the Butter Cow had been 
milked for all she was worth, In other words, 
Hillary, no cattle futures here. 


GENDER UPDATE 

Two more gender “studies” for you. The 
first is a truly important piece of work. 
Psychologists studying “book-carrying 
behavior” have determined that men and 
women carry their books differently. The 
study, which included University of New 
Hampshire students, found that women pre- 
fer using two straps to carry their backpacks. 
Half of the young men, however, used only 
one strap. Thus these intellectual giants con- 
cluded that men really have no preference in 
book-carrying behavior, while women do. 
And not only thar; the young men who use 
only one strap are rebelling. Against what or 
whom, we don't know. 


In the second study, researchers from 
Morris Brown College in Atlanta have found 
thar male and female police officers are differ- 
ent at least in situations that involve shoot- 
ing. According to the study, women recog- 
nize dangerous situations faster then men. 
This allows them to overcome any weakness 
in weapons familiarity. Men dont spend a lot 
of time analyzing the situation, but instead 
use strength — brute, raw, aggressive, animal 
strength to get on top of the situation. As it 
were. Men know how to handle their weap- 
ons! Which in the end, evens things up. 

The bottom line: A woman uses more effort 
to size things up; a man just does what comes 
naturally. The implications are enormous. — 
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IN Your DREAMS 

According to Indian — 
excuse me — Native American 
lore, a “dream-catcher” is an 
item used to trap bad dreams, 
while letting good dreams go 
through. Often they are made 
with feathers. Which leads us 
to Peggy Bargon. Last year, Ms. 
Bargon presented a dream- 
catcher she made with a bald 
eagle feather to Hillary Clin- 
ton. News stories about the gift 
caught the eye of the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, which 
began an undercover investiga- 
tion. Bargon was arrested for 
possession of feathers from a 
bald eagle, a northern goshawk, 
a snowy owl, bluejays, robins, 
and swans. Bad, bad, bad. Even 
though the feathers were ob- 
tained without birds being 
hurt, Bargon was hauled into 
court where she pleaded guilty 
to using feathers from protect- 
ed birds, After the proceedings, 
through her tears, Bargon said 
she could never have dreamed 
up a story like this. I guess her 
dream-catcher was broken. As 
must be the case with the 
dream-catcher she gave to 
Hillary. With so many White- 
water revelations pointing in 
her direction, the First Lady 
must be having nightmares. 


Too Much ENGLISH IN 
THE NEW York TIMES 

Where do you turn when 
you want to find out pertinent 
news? Besides me. You turn to 
The New York Times, of course, 
the paper of record. Now The 
Times has come through again. 
Not with news on Whitewater. 
Not an expose on the scare tac- 
tics Democrats are substituting 
for political ideas, Not the sorry 
condition of our foreign policy, 


ee 


or even a realistic appraisal of 
the economy. No, folks, the 
cutting-edge news, according to 
The New York Times, is that too 
many people are using English 
on the Internet. That, says The 
Times, is a “sensitive” matter to 
nations which fear that English, 
already the international lan- 
guage of business, will become 
the language of computers. Oh, 
no! The Times explains that 
“some countries, already 
unhappy with the encroach- 
ment of American culture — 
from blue jeans and Mickey 
Mouse to movies and TV 
programs — are worried that 
their cultures will be further 
eroded by an American domi- 
nance in cyberspace.” 

Want to understand the real 
problem? Liberals can't stand it 
when Americans are beating 
the pants off everybody else. 


LIBERALISM ABROAD 

For those who think the 
American justice system 
often errs on the side of mis- 
guided compassion, count your 
blessings while you read this. 
In 1993, Italy came up with 
a law that could only have 
been hatched by liberals. 
The law states that no one in 
the final stages of a terminal 
disease can be sent to jail, 
regardless of his crime. Sounds 
compassionate, right? Well, 
three men with AIDS have 
repeatedly robbed banks all 
over Italy, knowing full well 
they won't be punished. The 
gang is so brazen they dont 
even wear masks they just walk 
right in, with security cameras 
whirring away, and take the 
cash. The men in “the AIDS 
Gang” say they dont hurt any- 
body and they don’t laugh 
about their crimes so theyre 
justified. After the gangs most 
recent robbery this summer, the 
Italian Justice Ministry said it 
will offer new legislation to pre- 
vent this kind of abuse. Can't 
wait to see what that is. Mean- 
while, a suggestion. Why not 
help these guys with a movie 
deal? I’ve got the perfect title: 
“The Gang That Couldn't 
Shoot Straight.” 





SMOKE-ENDERS 

What leadership! The President down in 
tobacco country taking on teen-age smok- 
ing. A real defender of virtue. “But, Rush,” 
you say. “Teenage smoking is a big problem 
and if Bill Clinton doesn't have the answer, 
who does?” 

The good people of Woodridge, IL do. 
They stopped kids from buying cigarettes all 
by themselves, without the feds stepping in. 
Six years ago, while Bill, Hillary, and friends 
were wheeling and dealing in Arkansas, 
Woodridge decided to require those who 
sold cigarettes to get a license. Cost: $65. 
Any store selling cigarettes to minors was 


DAYTIME TV 

You remember Scorr Amedure — the guy 
who was shot to death after revealing on 
“The Jenny Jones Show” that he had a crush 
on another guy? Well, Scort’s family has filed 
a $25 million lawsuit. The victim, a 32-year- 
old gay man, appeared at a taping last 
March to confess his affection for Jonathan 
Schmitz. Schmitz, who claimed he was 


humiliated by the experience, is charged 


with shooting Amedure. The family says that 


the talk show is as negligent as Schmitz in- 


E 


Amedure’s death. 
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GREEN BLUES 

If you occasionally feel down, I’ve got 
news that could raise your consciousness. 
You may actually be “blue” because you're 
not “green” enough. The Wall Street 
Journal reports on a new discipline called 
“eco-psychology,” which treats a person's 


to mental health. To eco-therapists, how 


Connection to the environment as a key 
L] 


you feel about your spouse, your parents, 


=~ your boss is no longer the issue, No, you 


misguided soul! What matters is your 
“relationship with the natural world.” 
Your depression isn't due to a marriage on 
the rocks you're really mourning for lost 
species, Treatments include everything 
from taking daily walks to consulting 


“animal ancestors.” One patient now says 


“Good morning” to a particular waterfall 
every day. Another patient stopped 
dreaming about trees screaming out in 
pain after her eco-therapist advised her to 
recycle more. 

I'm glad to report that some have 
doubts about this new therapy. Atlanta 
psychiatrist Randall White complains 
that “there's no scientific knowledge to 





fined up to $500 for each offense. Repeat 
offenders had their licenses suspended. 
Clerks who sold to underage kids got ticket- 
ed or arrested. Which took care of the sup- 
ply side of the equation, On the demand 
side, the underage smoker got a summons, 
too. Woodridge also conducted sting opera- 
tions — sending kids into stores to try 
to buy cigarettes. In an operation this sum- 
mer, not one retailer was busted, compared 
to 87 percent selling to minors before 
the law went into effect. So the answer 
is simple. The law prohibits kids from 
purchasing cigarettes. All we have to do 
is enforce it. 





ing presented what should be called the ~ 


“Dirtos, Rush Report” and subtitled 
“America’s modern museum of societal 
decay.” The psychologists concluded thar 
daytime TV talk shows “use the most bizarre 
or fringe events as examples of what people 


might experience in their relationship, family _ 
or job.” Bizarre behavior is then passed off — 


as normal. A point I haye made for years! 
Ditto-ing Limbaugh further, the report says 


“Daytime TV Psychos, and Those Who Love 
Them on the next Geraldo!” 


back it up.” Since when did that ever 
matter to an environmentalist wacko? 
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these shows are a threat to Americas mental 
health. Lers see how long it takes for Sally, 
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Robert Reich 


“.. Whitewater looks less like a cancer on the 
presidency and more like a really bad zit.” 
— MATTHEW COOPER IN THE NEW REPUBLIC 

The first zit in history to give a bunch of 


people some serious jail time. 


“In criticizing the political view of Patrick 
Buchanan, Mr. Bennett said, ‘It's a real us- 
and-them kind of thing,’ not, as we 
reported, ‘Irs a real S&M kind of thing.” 
— CORRECTION IN THE NEw YORKER MAGAZINE 
Pretty kinky journalism, if you ask me. 


“Food ... water ... air... The New York Times.” 
— SPOT AD IN THE NEW YORK TIMES 
Not, as The New Yorker reported, “Nude 
... leather... bare... The New York Times” 


“Among the more unusual meetings are 
the Lesbian Flirtation Techniques Work- 
shop and a workshop by the Community 
Development Services group called The 
Role of Inflatable Plastic Dolls and Dildos 
in Improving Health. The introduction 
said: "The inflatable life-size plastic doll 
will take the brunt off women and help to 
solve many global problems.’ No other 
details were immediately available.” 

— REUTERS WIRE SERVICE REPORT FROM BEIJING 
ON THE NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 
FORUM ON WOMEN, AN ADJUNCT TO THE U.N, 

WORLD CONFERENCE ON WOMEN 
What other details could you possibly want? 


“That conference is about investing in people, 
in their potential as human beings to make 
the world a better place. It is a celebration of 
women, It is a celebration of family.” 

— HILLARY CLINTON, BEFORE LEAVING FOR 
BEIJING AS HONORARY CHAIRMAN OF THE U.N. 
WORLD CONFERENCE ON WOMEN 
Not to mention inflatable plastic dolls. 





FOLO TOMA, JOU dY 


“Life has not been much fun for the 
bright, ambitious woman who dreamed 
of being co-president. She writes a column 
that has not caught on. She saw her friends 
and aides hauled up before a Senate 
committee, watched them squirm and 
contradict each other. She has had her 
credibility questioned at an inquiry into 
her financial dealings. A trip abroad and 
a little adulation might lift her spirits.” 
— MARY MCGRORY, COLUMNIST, 

THE WASHINGTON POST 
Yeah, and a little honest reporting on her 
dealings at home would bring them back 
down again. 


“Let me be clear. Freedom means the 
right of people to assemble, organize, and 
debate openly. It means respecting the 
views of those who may disagree with 
the views of their governments,» 

— HILLARY CLINTON, ADDRESSING THE U.N. 
FOURTH WORLD CONFERENCE ON WOMEN IN 
BEIJING, REUTERS 
If only she would remember this once she 
returned to Washington. 


“He was very godlike.” 

— BEVERLY HEARD, ON REP. MEL REYNOLDS 
(D, IL), WHO WAS CONVICTED OF SEXUAL 
MISCONDUCT AFTER AN AFFAIR WITH THEN- 
16-YEAR-OLD HEARD, REUTERS 
Not counting a whole bunch of mortal sins. 


“I don't know what he'll say, and neither 
does he until it comes out of his mouth.” 


— SAM ADAM, REP. MEL REYNOLDS’ ATTORNEY, 


ON THE CONGRESSMAN'S DECISION TO APPEAR 
ON CNN's “Larry KING LIVE” AFTER HIS CON- 
VICTION, QUOTED IN THE CHICAGO TRIBUNE 
After all, he was elected to Congress as a 
liberal Democrat. 
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Leon Panetta 


“I made a very stupid immature mistake ... 
I allowed myself to get into conversations 
with someone, another adult at the time, 

just under an adult at the time I should say.” 

— REP, MEL REYNOLDS (D, IL), REFERRING 
TO SEXUALLY EXPLICIT PHONE CONVERSATIONS 
WITH BEVERLY HEARD, TAPES OF WHICH WERE 
PRESENTED AT HIS SEXUAL ASSAULT TRIAL, 
ON CNN's “LARRY KING LIVE” 
Under an adult — precisely the point, str. 


“All the exit polls show that if everyone 
who had wanted to vote for me had voted 
for me and had not been talked out of it 
by saying don't waste your vote, believe it 
or not, I would have won, That's one of 
the best-kept secrets in the universe.” 
— Ross PEROT, ON ABC's “NIGHTLINE” 

On which planet? 


“Lets tiptoe into the water with some 
of these things and see if they work. 
Lets not jump into a dark pool at 
night and break our necks.” 

— Ross PEROT, ON CHANGING MEDICARE, 
QUOTED IN THE LOS ANGELES TIMES 


Spoken like a man familiar with head trauma. 


“I want a high-wage, high-growth, high- 
opportunity future; nor a hard-work, low- 
wage, insecure future for the working 
families of the United States of America.” 
— BILL CLINTON, IN CAMPAIGN SPEECH IN 
CALIFORNIA, AP 
Heres a thought: how about a low-tax, 
low-regulation future? 


“I put my time in. If] got paid by the 
hour, I wouldn't be overpaid.” 


— BILL CLINTON, ON VACATION IN WYOMING, AP 


Right. And if you were paid by merit, 
youd be broke. 
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Jesse Jackson 


“The president's reading list is headed by 
[a novel] ... but for the serious-minded 
chief executive there was also The New 

Illustrated Guide to the American Economy. 

— AP STORY ON BILL CLINTON'S AUGUST 
VACATION ACTIVITIES 
Maybe thats what he needed all 
along — pictures! 


“We have to cut government spending. 
I’m all for that.” 
— BILL CLINTON, IN CAMPAIGN SPEECH 
IN CALIFORNIA, AP 
Could have fooled us. 


“Yes I do ... I'm good at stars. And I draw 
people, smiling people usually. Sometimes 


I draw muscle-bound people ... I also draw 


boxes and then make three dimensions.” 
— RICHARD RILEY, EDUCATION SECRETARY, 
WHEN ASKED BY ¡NICKELODEON MAGAZINE 
WHETHER HE DOODLES IN CABINET MEETINGS, 
QUOTED IN THE NEW REPUBLIC 
Must be designing the outcome-based 
education final exam. 


“Many of these new members [of Congress] 


are radicals. They want to undermine the 
very foundations of worker security, safety 
and opportunity.” 
— ROBERT REICH, SECRETARY OF LABOR, ON 
REPUBLICAN FRESHMAN, AP 
Republicans are against safety! 


“Our educators, students and parents need 


to be aware that our nation’s investments 

in education — in our nation’s future — 

are under direct attack by the Republican 
majority in the House.” 


— LEON PANETTA, WHITE HOUSE CHIEF OF STAFF, 


IN OPEN LETTER TO NEWSPAPER EDITORS, AP 
Republicans are against the future! 
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“[Republicans] were willing to put at risk 
the safety of our air, our food, our drink- ` 
ing water, the water we fish and swim in, 
for short-term financial gains for a few.” 
— BILL CLINTON, ACCUSING THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES OF VOTING TO GUT ENVIRON- 
MENTAL AND PUBLIC HEALTH PROTECTIONS IN 
THE NAME OF REGULATORY REFORM, UPI 
Republicans are against clean air, 
food, and water! 


“Senator Warner is an E-Coli Republican. 
His vote for corporate greed and irrespon- 
sible government literally threatens 
American lives.” 

— DON FOLEY, DEMOCRATIC SENATORIAL 
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE (DSCC) EXECUTIVE 
DIRECTOR, IN DSCC PRESS RELEASE, QUOTED IN 
NATIONAL REVIEW 
Republicans are for bacteria! 


“We've done what we can to close the 
borders ... but — you know what? — 
this is a nation of immigrants.” 

— BILL CLINTON, IN CAMPAIGN SPEECH IN 
CALIFORNIA, AP 


But — you know what? — there is a big dif- 
ference between legal and illegal immigrants. 


“Clinton fits California like a surfer.” 
— BoB MULHOLLAND, CALIFORNIA 
DEMOCRATIC ADVISER, QUOTED IN 
THE SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE 
Hey, dudes ... man overboard. 


“T have used the powers of the presidency 


to tackle things that had not been tackled.” 


— BILL CLINTON, DURING A DISCUSSION 
WITH EIGHTH GRADERS AFTER TEACHING 
THEIR CLASS (AND CRITICIZING REPUBLICAN 
EDUCATION *CUTS”), AP 
Was that on astroturf, or real grass? 
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Bill Clinton 


“Working people who are bringing 
our economy back have not gotten 
their fair share.” 

— BILL CLINTON, IN CAMPAIGN SPEECH 
IN CALIFORNIA, UPI 
We know. Youve taxed it from them. 


“Whats holding your wage down is 
the inability to get a fair deal in a 
competitive global economy, because we 
need more investment in education, 
more investment in training, more invest- 
ment in high-wage jobs and you know 
chat in your heart of hearts.” 

— BILL CLINTON, “SHOUTING,” ACCORDING 
TO THE UPI REPORT, IN CAMPAIGN SPEECH 
IN CALIFORNIA 
Translation: You're not making enough, 
because the government isnt spending 
enough. Compelling, isnt it? 


“In the next year all of you are going 
to have to decide what the answer is to 
this wage problem.” 

— BILL CLINTON, IN CAMPAIGN SPEECH 
IN CALIFORNIA, UPI 
We already know the answer — cut 
taxes, reduce government, vote liberal 
Democrats out of office! 


“The Democrats have a choice: To either 
address real needs or become extinct.” 
— JESSE JACKSON, QUOTED IN 
THE New YORK POST 
The Reverend Jackson has swerved into 
the truth. 


“I cant imagine anyone in America who's 
having a better time than I am.” 
— BILL CLINTON, AT A UNION-SPONSORED 
LABOR DAY PICNIC IN CALIFORNIA, REUTERS 
Guess again. 
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Let Me Remind You 


CLINTON ON MEDICARE 


In 1993, when Clinton proposed to slow 
Meaicares rate of growth, no one accused him 
of mean, victous “draconian cuts.” But now 
that Republicans are making the same case — 
in order to preserve a soon-to-be-bankrupt sys- 
tem — Democrats charge that eeevil 
Republicans want to cast sick old people out to 
die on the street. Heres the record: 


1993 

e “It is not logical, with inflation at three 
percent and the population growth of 
Medicare and Medicaid berween one and 
one and a half percent, to have those pro- 
grams going up between 12 and 16 per- 
cent a year. Thars not right and it’s not 
necessary, and we can do much, much 
better. And from those savings in the rate 
of increase — we're not talking about 
cutting the programs, we're talking about 
slowing the rate of increase — we can 
fund the drug and long-term care 
programs, which is what I propose to do.” 
— PRESIDENT CLINTON, U.S. NEWSWIRE (EMPHA- 
SIS ADDED), 9/2/93 

Today, Medicaid and Medicare are going 
up at three times the rate of inflation. We 
propose to let it go up at two times the 
rate of inflation. That is not a Medicare 
or Medicaid cut. And we have kept pri- 
vate sector increases so that they won't go 
up as much. So only in Washington do peo- 
ple believe that no one can get by on twice 
the rate of inflation. So when you hear all 
this business about cuts, let me caution you 
that that 1s not what is going on We are 
going to have increases in Medicare and 
Medicaid, and a reduction in the rate of 
growth... ” — PRESIDENT CLINTON, SPEA KING AT 
THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION FOR RETIRED 
PERSONS (AARP) PRESIDENTIAL Forum, U S 
NEWSWIRE (EMPHASIS ADDED), 10/5/93 
President Clinton's 1993 Health Security 
Act called for $124 billion in Medicare 
Savings. — CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY BY 
DONNA SHALALA, HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
SECRETARY, 10/28/93 

"Much of the savings [in Medicare spend- 
ing envisioned in Clinton's 1993 Health 
Security Act] relied on sharp reductions in 
payments to providers. In fact, nearly 70 
percent of the savings came from cutbacks 
in payments to hospitals and doctors 
treating Medicare patients. In addition, 
Clinton proposed adding a 20 percent co- 
insurance payment for lab services and a 


| From the Memory Divison of the Limbaugh Institute 


10 percent co-payment for home health 
services. —/NVEsTOR's BUSINESS Dary. 5/15195 


1995 


“My budget cuts a lot, but it protects edu- 
cation, veterans, Social Security and 
Medicare.” — PRESIDENT CLINTON, STATE OF 
THE UNION ADDRESS, 1/24/95 

“The Federal Hospital Insurance (HI) 
Trust Fund, which pays inpatient hospital 
expenses, will be able 

to pay benefits for 


5 “The status quo is not an 


only about 7 years 
and is severely out of 
financial balance in 
the long range. 
The Trustees urge 
the Congress to take 
additional actions 
designed to control 
HI program costs 
and to address the 
projected financial 
imbalance ... The 
Trustees believe chat 
prompt, effective, 
and decisive action is 
necessary. — APRIL 
1995 ANNUAL REPORT 
OF THE MEDICARE TRUSTEES, SIGNED BY ROBERT 
E. RUBIN, SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY AND 
MANAGING TRUSTEE; ROBERT B. REICH, 
SECRETARY OF LABOR AND TRUSTEE; AND DONNA 
E. SHALALA, SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES AND TRUSTEE 

“Given the urgency with which the Trust- 
ces have spoken, the Congress intends to 
address the Medicare crisis this year. We 
believe the American people expect us to 
work together on issues as important as 
the Medicare program. We ask that you 
direct Secretaries Reich, Rubin, and 
Shalala ... to make recommendations to 
the Congress no later than May 15, 
1995.” — LETTER FROM SPEAKER NEWT GING- 
RICH TO PRESIDENT CLINTON, APRIL 28, 1995 
Reporter: “Is it your position that the 
President will propose nothing on Medi- 
care until he sees both the Republican 
Medicare plan and the Republican bud- 
get?” McCurry: “I think the President is 
willing to move forward and work with 
Congress and even, in fact, perhaps to 
propose — he might in fact propose cer- 
tain measures, bur it has to be done in an 
environment and a context in which we 


option. We must find a way to 
make this [Medicare] system 
work better ... I will not 
walk away from this issue.” 
— PRESIDENT CLINTON, 
5/3/95, ONE DAY AFTER 
REJECTING NEWT GINGRICH’S 
CHALLENGE TO UNVEIL HIS 
OWN MEDICARE REFORM PLAN qn 


know what direction the Republicans are 
going to go as they write a budget. You 
know, you've...” Reporter: “Mike, that’s 
incomprehensible, What does that mean?” 
— EXCHANGE BETWEEN WHITE HOUSE REPORTER 
AND WHITE HOUSE PRESS SECRETARY MIKE 
McCurry, 5/1/95 
e White House Spurns Request By Ging- 
rich About Medicare.” — HEADLINE IN THE 
New YORK TIMES, 5/2/95 
e “If you really want to 
work together on the 
Medicare Trust Fund, 
you must first pass a 
budget plan that 
fully specifies how 
you plan to balance 
the budget and pay 
for proposed tax 
cuts.” — LETTER FROM 
LEON PANETTA, WHITE 
HOUSE CHIEF OF STAFF, 
TO NEWT GINGRICH, 
REFUSING TO MAKE REC- 
_ OMMENDATIONS TO RE- 
FORM MEDICARE, QUOT- 
ED IN THE WASHINGTON 
Post, 5/2/95 
e The status quo is 
not an option. We must find a way to 
make this [Medicare] system work better 
„I will not walk away from this issue.”— 
PRESIDENT CLINTON, ONE DAY AFTER REJECTING 
GINGRICH ’S CHALLENGE TO UNVEIL HIS OWN 
MEDICARE REFORM PLAN, REUTERS, 5/3/95 
“I will not support proposals to slash 
these [Medicare] programs, to undermine 
their integrity, to pay for tax cuts for 
people who are well-off.” — PRESIDENT 
CLINTON, REUTERS, 5/3/95 
“It is wrong, in my judgment, to reduce 
coverage under the Medicare program 
or to ... make changes that just simply 
cocrce beneficiaries into managed 
care. We can't save Medicare and Medi- 
caid by using savings to fund tax cuts 
for people who are already well off...” — 
PRESIDENT CLINTON, ON NATIONAL PUBLIC 
RADIO, 5/3/95 
“I got the message of the 1994 election, 
and I'm not going to let the government 
mess with your Medicare.” — PRESIDENT 
CLINTON, MARKING MEDICARE'S 30TH ANNIVER- 
SARY WITHOUT MENTIONING THAT THE PROGRAM 
FACES BANKRUPTCY, QUOTED IN THE New York 
TIMES, 7/26/95 m 
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}eople are constantly asking: “Rush, who 
do you think will be the Republican 
nominee next year?” My answer is simple: | 
dont know and I dont care. The presidential 
campaign is important, dont get me wrong. 
Buc far more important is getting more con- 
servatives in the Senate. 

Republicans won control of the Senate 
last November, but conservatives did not. 
With just 52 Republican seats in a chamber 
that requires 60 seats to end filibusters, 
Democrats and so-called “moderate” 
Republicans knew they could stem the con- 
servative tide in the House. 

Then Richard Shelby of Alabama switched 
parties (“I am changing ... to a party of hope 
for America, not a party of dependency’), 
followed by Ben Nighthorse Campbell of 
Colorado, disgusted by his party's defeat of 
the balanced budget amendment. That gave 
the GOP 54 seats, but still no decisive ideolog- 
ical control, The result: watered down regula- 
tory reform, hesitation on tax cuts and — so 
far — not a single cabinet agency eliminated. 

But friends, this is not cause for despair. It 
simply represents a challenge. The opportuni- 
ty to create a working conservative majority Is 
real, for the first time in decades. If Repub- 
licans can win more than 60 seats total, all 
Democratic efforts to filibuster legislation can 
be blocked ... something not possible since 
Republicans held 61 seats during Teddy 
Roosevelts Administration. And this, far 
more than the presidency, would transform 
the face of American government. 

Can it be done? Yes. Last year, Repub- 
licans won all six open Democratic seats. As 
we go to press, seven Democratic Senators 
have announced they will retire in 1996, and 
more could join the list. Not since 1913, 

. have seven Senators of one party in one elec- 

3 tion cycle chosen not to run again. The pros- 

pects are truly stunning, 

If you followed the media, you would not 

3 realize this, but the Titanic Democrat Party, 

3 piloted by the Clintons, has hit the iceberg 

T and it’s every man for himself. Paul 

= Simon, the liberal Democrat from Illinois, 
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was the first to jump ship last November, 
announcing he would not run again just 
days after Democrats were crushed at the 
polls. By January, J. Bennett Johnston, a 22- 
year Senate veteran from Louisiana, was call- 
ing it quits. “I believe that the season for a 
new beginning approaches,” he told repor- 
ters. You mean the beginning of the end, sir. 

Next to hit the life boats was Nebraska's 
James Exon, who in March decried “the ever- 
increasing vicious polarization of the elec- 
torate.” Within days came a press conference 
by Howell Heflin, Alabama's remaining 
Democratic Senator, who told reporters: “We 
need to return to the traditional value of 
being just plain neighborly.” That said, he 
promptly quit the race for reelection. 

In April, Arkansas’ David Pryor bailed. “I 
hope my colleagues and I hope our President 
and my friends will not think I’m deserting 
the party at the time of, perhaps, its greatest 
need.” They did, but Pryor retired anyway, 
leading the popular Republican Lt. Governor 
Mike Huckabee to consider running. The 
last time Arkansas was represented in the 
Senate by a Republican was 1879. 

By June, Louisiana’s John Breaux, chief 
deputy whip, was telling his Senate Demo- 
cratic colleagues not to feel guilty if they felt 
the need to ditch Clinton in 1996. “If what 
you believe is different from what the Presi- 
dent believes, then spell it out and run on 
it,” he said, adding that the President “is not 
going to force himself on any state.” Paula 
Jones, maybe, but noc Democrats running 
for their political lives. 

In August, New Jersey's Bill Bradley gave 
up any hope of making it back to port with 
Cap'n Clinton at the helm. Bradley took a 
shot at Republicans, describing them as 
“infatuated with the ‘magic’ of the private 
sector” — a charge the GOP should wear as 
a badge of honor. But Bradley had harsher 
words for his party. “Democrats distrust the 
market, preach government as the answer to 
our problems and prefer the bureaucrat they 
know to the consumer they can't control.” 
This couldn't have been a new insight for 
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Bradley, an elected Democrar since 1978. 

In September, an ailing Claiborne Pell 
of Rhode Island, announced he was leaving. 
“There is a natural time for all life's adven- 
tures to come to an end and this period of 36 
years would seem to me about the right time 
for my service in the Senate to end,” said 
Pell. The life adventure of going down with 
the good ship Bill and Hillary was too much 
even for this liberal stalwart. 

Then there's Sam Nunn of Georgia, 
where the President's approval rating is at 38 
percent. He's done little fundraising and 
spent the August recess travelling abroad, 
fueling speculation that he also may retire. In 
September Nunn declared: “I’m still doing a 
lor of serious thinking.” As should the eight 
other Democrats up for reelection. 

On the Republican side, Bob Packwood's 
departure in disgrace puts his Oregon seat up 
for — ahem — grabs in the upcoming spe- 
cial election. Beyond that, however, none of 
the 17 Republicans running for reelection 
appear vulnerable, with the possible excep- 
tion of Virginias John Warner. 


A canwhile, Hank Brown of Colorado is 
the only Republican Senator to an- 
nounce his retirement, though there is specu- 
lation that Nancy Kassebaum of Kansas and 
Mark Hatfield of Oregon (the lone Repub- 
lican vote against the balanced budget amend- 
ment) may also depart. One special election 
and a maximum of three open Republican 
seats versus seven or eight Democratic seats 
and vulnerable Democratic incumbents is a 
superb scenario. Republicans are having no 
trouble fundraising or recruiting candidates, 
All this, plus the popularity of Republican 
issues like the flat tax points to a ‘96 de- 
bacle for the Democrats. “We got our clocks 
cleaned .,. in 1994,” concludes Democratic 
strategist Ted Van Dyk. “Our incumbent 
President is perhaps the weakest of the centu- 
ry except for Warren Harding. With a bad 
break or two, we could be consigned to a 
third-party status or even extinction after 
1996.” Precisely. A beautiful ching. a 
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evidence for this horrible threat, the DCCC held a news conference to 
deliver a stinging indictment “that 85 percent of Republican fresh- 
men voted with Gingrich and the GOP majority more than 90 per- 
cent of the time.” Ooooh. “Just as in the first 100 days, the Repub- 
lican first-termers followed their leader. This time, it was women, 
students, senior citizens and working families who were hit hardest by 
che Gingrich-driven steamroller.” Perhaps the public isn't buying that 

BS, Barbra Streisand, because Democrats cant decide whether to 

charge that Republicans cant “govern,” or that they govern too well. 

Democrats are a mess. As Business Week reports: “Racked by inter- 
nal dissent, the party cannot come up with a positive agenda to 
counter the aggressive conservative program of House Speaker Newt 
Gingrich.” I illustrate this with the 
words of Democrats themselves: 

e “We've not shown voters any reason 
to have confidence in us. Every- 
body in leadership thinks we're 
going to be back in power in 1996, 
burt I think that's crazy.” — Rep. 
Bob Filner (D, CA) 

e “We really have to understand that 
Democrats as well as Republicans 
think that we are cavalier when it 
comes to their money. [They are] 
sitting out there and saying, If ... 
I'm out there working like mad, 
who do | trust, Republicans or 
Democrats, to be careful with my 
money? Republicans.’ We've got to 
give people back that trust.” — Sen. Bob Kerrey (D, NE) 

e “It's time we started challenging the old ways of doing things, rec- 
ognizing that some of those ways created in the ‘30s and ‘40s 
won't work in the 90s and beyond.” — Sen. John Breaux (D, LA) 

e “We've got to sound like we're for all people, not just the down- 
scale.” — Democratic pollster Celinda Lake 

e “There is an aura of failure surrounding the Democratic Party.” — 
Democratic pollster Mark Mellman 
DCCC Chairman Martin Frost of Texas concedes that as many as 

50 Democratic seats remain in play. Frost himself ts vulnerable, as 

are notables such as Democratic Caucus Chairman Vic Fazio of Cali- 

fornia and Minority Whip David Bonior of Michigan. 

Still, Democrats are clueless. “I think we're better positioned than 
the Republicans, given the way they're handling the budget process,” 
says Democratic pollster Geoffrey Garin. White House pollster Stan- 
ley Greenberg claims that Republicans are advancing issues that 
“could very easily blow up in their faces.” 

In a Washington Post arucle “DISORIENTED DEMOCRATS SEARCH 
FOR DIRECTION: PRESIDENT AND His PARTY STRUGGLE TO FIND 
COHERENT MESSAGE FOR '96,” DCCC chair Frost says he “is counting 
on a landslide backlash’ pattern that asserted itself the last two times 
Republicans captured the House (1946 and 1952); both times, they 
lost it back the following year. He said he's encouraged by polling data 
that shows declining public support for the Republicans’ ‘Contract 
With America’ agenda and high negative ratings for Gingrich.” 

They continue to fool themselves. According to “DWINDLING 
DEMOCRATS,” an AP story, Senate Minority Leader Tom Daschle pre- 
dicts that voters “will reject the radical policies of the new Republican 


President Clinton recently 
told Democrats: “Saddle up, 
throw your shoulders back, 
smile, have a good time and 
we will prevail.” He said this 

sort of thing in ‘94, too. 





majority and return the Senate to Democratic control [next year.]” 

And then theres President Clinton, who recently told Democrat 
contributors: “I say, sign up, saddle up, throw your shoulders back, 
smile, have a good time and we will prevail.” He said this sort of 
thing before the '94 election, too 

Follow the money. Money, the mother’s milk of politics, is an 
accurate measure of where strength lies. According to the latest re- 
port of party fundraising for the first half of 1995, Republican com- 
muittees (RNC, NRSC, NRCC) out-raised their Democrat counterparts 
(DNC, DSCC, DCCC) by more than two to one, $52 million to $20 
million. Republican committees are loaded with cash, while Dem- 
ocrats are in debt. Republican receipts are up 43 percent from the 
same period of 1993; Democrat money is up only 1 percent. 

| want to quote at length from the Sept. 5 New York Times. “NEW 
York's DEMOCRATIC DEPRESSION WORRIES THE WHITE HOUSE.” 


“Ten months after its 1994 electoral crash and burn, New York State's Demo- 
cratic Party remains in a funk debt-ridden, factionalized, uncertain of its message 
and deeply anxious about its ability to carry the stare for President Clinton next 
year .. [Elven Democratic stalwarts are dismayed and astonished at how the 

| stare organization has been struggling just 
to make a start on rebuilding... Party 
leaders are troubled not just by the size of 
the debt, which some think is $800,000 
or more, but also because 11 has not 
shrunk ar all in 10 months.... The state's 
party collapse has caused tremors in 
Washington, where aides to President 
Clinton have begun plotting his re-clec- 
tion strategy. Strate Democrauc leaders 
have repeatedly warned the Democratic 
National Committee that New York, 
which Mr. Clinton won in 1992 and 
which is considered vital to his success, 15 
not a sure ber.” 


Folks, this is New York we're talking 
about. The bastion of liberalism. As a 
Democrat, if you cant make it here, you cant make it anywhere. 

The debate is on Republican turf. According to USA Today, 
members of the DNC say “the key to winning back Congress and 
reelecting President Clinton is to focus on centrist issues of economic 
opportunity and traditional values.” Whose issues are those? Hmmm? 

In the eight months since the Republican victory, the terms of 
every issue in the public arena have been redefined and reshaped by 
conservative ideas, We are not talking about whether to balance the 
budget, but how soon. We are not arguing about whether to scale 
back government, but how much. We are not discussing how much 
to raise taxes, bur how much to cut them. We are not arguing about 
how many problems the federal bureaucracy can solve, but how 
many it has caused. We are not calling for more government pro- 
grams, but for more individual responsibility. Morality, virtue, val- 
ues, character are once again part of the national discussion. Crime, 
welfare, dependency, illegitimacy, cultural decay — these are the 
issues on the table. Conservatives put them there. And because it is 
the will of the people, conservatives will keep them there. 

With all this, there is only one attitude possible. Be confident. 
Stay the course. Finish the fight. 
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